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PER CURI AM



Haf eezul Haque Siddiqui, a native and citizen of
Paki stan, petitions this court for review of an order of the Board
of Immgration Appeals (Board) affirmng a decision of the
immgration judge (1J) finding him renovable and denying his
applications for asylumand wi t hhol di ng of renoval.” The cl ai ns of
Hafeez’s wife and child, Ayesha and Suha, are derivative of
Hafeez’s claim See 8 C.F. R § 1207.7 (2003).

Haf eez chal | enges the Board’'s decision that he failed to
denonstrate he is a refugee based on past persecution or a well-
founded fear of future persecution on account of a protected
ground. See 8 U S.C A 8§ 1158 (West 1999 & Supp. 2003); 8 U S.C
§ 1101(a)(42)(A) (2000). The record supports the Board' s
conclusion. See 8 CF. R 8§ 1208.13(a) (2003) (the burden of proof
is on the alien to establish eligibility for asylum. W wll
reverse the Board only if the evidence “*was so conpelling that no
reasonabl e fact finder could fail to find the requisite fear of

per secuti on. Rusu v. INS, 296 F.3d 316, 325 n. 14 (4th Gr. 2002)

(quoting INS v. Elias-Zacarias, 502 U S. 478, 483-84 (1992)). W
have revi ewed the adninistrative record, the | J's deci sion, and t he

deci sion of the Board, and find that substantial evi dence supports

"As Hafeez has failed to challenge on appeal the denial of
wi t hhol di ng and relief under the Convention Agai nst Torture, these
clainms are waived. See Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(6); Edwards v. Gty of
&ol dsboro, 178 F.3d 231, 241 n.6 (4th Gr. 1999); 11126 Baltinore
Blvd., Inc. v. Prince George’s County, M., 58 F.3d 988, 993 n.7
(4th Gr. 1995).




the Board’ s ruling that Hafeez failed to establish his refugee
st at us.

W deny Hafeez's petition for review W deny the
Attorney General’s notion to designate the adm nistrative record as
a supplenmental joint appendix and Hafeez’'s notion to file an
anended opening brief. W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunent would not aid the
deci si onal process.
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